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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Claims 1-18 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected franking machine and an inkjet printer 
cartridge, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Applicant timely traversed 
the restriction (election) requirement in the reply filed on 05/21/2007. 

2. Applicant's election with traverse of a franking machine in the reply filed on 
05/21/2007 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that since both are 
similarly classified in 705/401 , that searching both Groups would not appear to be an 
undue burden. This is not found persuasive because the inventions have acquired a 
separate status in the art due to their recognized divergent subject matter, restriction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper.. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
clainilng the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 26 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Claim 26 recites the limitation, "wherein the decrypting means of the print 
member have a prior knowledge of data identifying said print member". It is unclear to 
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what event the knowledge is prior to. For Examination purposes, Examiner is 
interpreting the decrypting means of the print member to have knowledge of data 
identifying said print member. 

6. The term "thin and flexible" in claims 28-29 is a relative term which renders the 
claim indefinite. The term "thin and flexible" is not defined by the claim, the specification 
does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary 
skill In the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. For 
Examination purposes, Examiner is interpreting any printed circuit that is fixed to the 
print member as meeting the limitations of the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 19-22, 24 and 26-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pauschinger et al. U.S. patent No. 6^978,255 B1 in view of 
Pauschinger U.S. Patent No. 6,041 ,704 in further view of Strand U.S. Pre-Grant 
Publication No. 2002/01 99094 Al . 

9. As per Claims 19 and 31 , Pauschinger teaches a unit for generating franking 
data and a unit for printing data connected to said data generating unit and adapted to 
receive franking data therefrom (see Col. 5 lines 54-61 and Col. 9 lines 47-52), said 
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printing unit including at least one member for printing data (see Col. 6 lines 36-41). 
wherein the franking machine includes: means for obtaining data enabling identification 
of the print member by the data generating unit in a first communication mode (see Col. 

6 lines 63-67; Col. 7 lines 1-2 and 40-44), Pauschinger et al. does not explicitly teach 
means for generating a signature of the franking data by the data generating unit, 
means for encrypting the signature of the franking data by the data generating unit, 
means for sending the franking data and the encrypted signature to the printing unit in a 
second communication mode, Pauschinger teaches wherein the franking machine 
includes: means for generating a signature of the franking data by the data generating 
unit (see Col. 5 lines 3-8), means for encrypting the signature of the franking data by the 
data generating unit (see Col. 5 lines 36-40), means for sending the franking data and 
the encrypted signature to the printing unit in a. second communication mode, (see Col. 

7 lines 54-59). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to modify the teachings of Pauschinger et al to include the 
teachings of Pauschinger to allow for the verification of franking imprints as taught in 
Pauschinger Col. 5 lines 5-7. Pauschinger et al. teaches and means for decrypting. the 
encrypted signature. Pauschinger et al does not explicitly teach decryption performed 
by the print member. Strand teaches. The conduit cartridge encrypts information sent to 
an analytical system or an operating facility in communication with the conduit cartridge 
and can decrypt encrypted information received from an analytical system or an 
operating facility (see The Abstract of Strand). It would have been prima facie obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the systems of 
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Pauschinger at al. and Pauschinger to include the teacliings of Strand in order to 
provide for automated remote analyses, as taught in Strand para. 6 lines 3-4. 

10. As per Claim 20, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 1 as described above. Pauschinger et al. does not explicitly teach, wherein the 
print member includes means for authenticating data. Strand teaches the print member 
includes means for authenticating data (see para. 15 lines 29-34; 45-50; 53-54; 60-64 
and para. 19 lines 4-20). Pauschinger et al. teaches franking data. It would have been 
prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the systems of 
Pauschinger at al. and Pauschinger to include the teachings of Strand in order to 
provide for automated remote analyses, as taught in Strand para. 6 lines 3-4. 

11. As per Claim 21 , Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 19 as described above. Pauschinger does not explicitly teach wherein the print 
member includes means for verifying the integrity of the franking data. Strand teaches 
wherein the print member includes means for verifying the integrity of the data (see 
para. 15 lines 29-34; 45-50; 53-54; 60-64 and para. 19 lines 4^20). Pauschinger et al. 
teaches franking data. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the systems of Pauschinger at al. and Pauschinger to include the 
teachings of Strand in order to provide for automated remote analyses, as taught in 
Strand para. 6 lines 3-4. 

12. As per Claim 22, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 19 as described above. Pauschinger does not explicitly teach wherein the print 
member includes at least one tag identifying said print member. Strand teaches wherein 
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the print member includes at least one tag identifying said print member (see para. 12 
lines 6-10). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the systems of Pauschinger et al and Pauschinger to 
include the teachings of Strand to aid in the identification of the cartridge. The 
limitation, "communicates data identifying said member to the data generating unit by 
radio waves when an electromagnetic field is applied to it" is merely a statement of 
intended result and as such is afforded little patentable weight. 

13. As per Claim 24, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 19 as described above. Pauschinger et al. further teaches, wherein the data- 
generating unit includes a circuit for receiving identification data (see Col. 6 lines 63-67, 
Col. 7 lines 1-2 and 40-44, Examiner is interpreting meter able to recognize an 
identification code word as containing a circuit for receiving identification data). 

14. As per Claim 26, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 19 as described above. Pauschinger does not explicitly teach wherein the 
decrypting means of the print member have knowledge of data identifying said print 
member. Strand teaches wherein the decrypting means of the print member have 
knowledge of data identifying said print member (see para. 19 lines 34-44). It would 
have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to modify the systems of Pauschinger et al. and Pauschinger to include the teachings of 
Strand in order to maintain data integrity, as taught in Strand para. 34-44. 

15. As per Claim 27, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 19 as described above. Pauschinger et al. does not explicitly teach wherein the 
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print member includes a data processing unit that includes the decrypting means. 
Strand teaches wherein the print member includes a data processing unit that includes 
the decrypting means (see para. 15 lines 60-64). It would have been prima facie obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the systems of 
Pauschinger et al. and Pauschinger to include the teachings of Strand in order to 
decrypt transmitted information, as taught in Strand para. 60-69. 

16. As per Claim 28, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 19 as described above. Pauschinger et al; does not explicitly teach wherein the 
decrypting means are fixed to a printed circuit that is fixed to the print member. Strand 
teaches wherein the decrypting means are fixed to a printed circuit that is fixed to the 
print member (see (see para. 18 jsind Fig. 3. It would have been prima facie obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the systems of 
Pauschinger et al. and Pauschinger to include the teachings of Strand in order to verify 
information used by the cartridge, as taught in para. 17 lines 7-10. The limitation 
"printed" is considered non-functional descriptive material and as such is afforded no 
patentable weight. 

17. As per Claim 29, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 19 as described above. Pauschinger et al; does not explicitly teach wherein the 
data processing unit is fixed to a circuit that is fixed to the print member. Strand teaches 
wherein the data processing unit is fixed to a circuit that is fixed to the print member 
(see para. 12 lines 6-20 and Fig. 3). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the systems of Pauschinger et 
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al. and Pauschinger to include tlie teachings of Strand in order to verify information 
used by the cartridge, as taught in para. 17 lines 7-10. The limitation "printed" Is 
considered non-functional descriptive material and as such is afforded no patentable 
weight. 

18. As per Claim 30, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 19 as described above. Pauschinger et al. further teaches wherein the print 
member is an Inkjet printer cartridge including at least one print head (see Col. 6 lines 
31-41). 

19. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pauschinger et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,978,255 B1 in view of Pauschinger U.S. Patent No. 
6,041 ,704 in further view of Strand U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. 2002/0199094 A1 
and Chung U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. 2003/0006878 A1 . 

20. As per Claim 23, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 22 as described above. Pauschinger does not explicitly teach wherein the 
identification tag includes a substrate fixed permanently to the print member. Strand 
teaches wherein the identification tag includes a substrate fixed permanently to the print 
member (see para. 12 lines 6-10, Examiner is interpreting a non-moveable tag located 
inside the housing of the cartridge as being permanent). Pauschinger does not explicitly 
teach an identification tag with communication means on the substrate Chung teaches 
an identification tag with communication means on the substrate (see para. 96). It would 
have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
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to modify the systems of Pauscliinger et al. and Pauschinger to include the teachings of 
Chung to tag and electronically identify objects as taught in Chung para. 96 lines 1-4. 

21. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pauschinger et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,978,255 B1 in view of Pauschinger U.S. Patent No. 
6,041 ,704 in further view of Strand U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. 2002/0199094 Al 
and Gordon et al. U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. 6,527,170 B1. 

22. As per Claim 25, Pauschinger et al; Pauschinger and Strand teach the system of 
claim 22 as described above. Pauschinger does not explicitly teach wherein the data- 
generating unit includes an electromagnetic field source. Gordon teaches wherein the 
data-generating unit includes an electromagnetic field source (see Col. 6 lines 1-9; 30- 
60 and Col. 7 lines 50-53). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the systems of Pauschinger et al. and 
Pauschinger to include the teachings of Gordon to obviate the need of visual bar coded 
indicia, as taught in the Abstract of Gordon. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tonya Joseph whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1361. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30am-5:00pm First Fridays 
off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Hayes can be reached on 571 272 0847. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infomnation 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Tonya Joseph 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3628 



,<)0HN W.HAYES 
SUPEC^lSiORY PATENT EXAMINER 



